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Couty of spirals cm banc spectre hearing of 7/11/73 


Bud, Jim Lsssar sod Z conferred on what Bud would argae a tor! ago and reached 
compalats argse&ssit. In his "axgurent" yesterday Bud did none of these things. His 
performance tsas miserable* 

From the Supreme Courts Mink decision, handed donw after the declaim in the 
spectro case, it wa essential to destroy the Williams affidavit. I had asked this the 
minute it was filed, several years s&>, and then gave Bud a detailed analysis shoeing that 
it was perjurious, that whoever procured it sobomed perjury, that its intent wastho 
deception of the court, hut on each occasion, despite aaproaaise to argue this, 3 ud never 
did* In fact, before fed filed the suit, I haw given him an affidavit by another FBI 
agent in which, under identical circumstances, the FBI had perjured and Bud had admitted 
it was perjua^ (Jettons). 

The GoTOmissiit's new argument was that HI sge reports were nerv&r penal t tad to be 
seen by others except inside the executive agencies and then on a need-to*too^ basis only* 
Shis also Williams aware* So, he had agreed to use Fat Srety and the Aliotto and a series 
of other cases I had provided* 

Lesar’s phrase last week, when fed agreed, was that the governments effort in this 
case was to ^strata” the law. This followed my statement that the official effort was 
to nullify the law by deceiving the courts and misreppesentin0*by original activity, 
perjury. 

Bud did non© of these things yesterday, e dida # t even know the laws and regularities, 
aitiiough he had boon carefully briefed* Two of the gcveiment supporters began digressions 
and arguments as goon as the arguments opened. For some strongs reason, for the second 
time (first before Sirica)# when the gomroment was supposed to go first, Bud did* 

Bis position was complicated by the court* srrlumpdag of his own crappy# unwprtfay 
suit for the Kaiser documents in the HFK case* Sis own man on tills# Bob feith, had asked 
him to abandon that suit# it was so bad* 

She two ware Tasm p a for near FBI agent# and Bobta whl had been ^u!t<m towis Jr*s 
lawyer before appointment to the court, ^t is more excuseabie that Bud missed an 
unexpected groat opportiaaity when he had bsen talking about law-©nf cw^ement purpoe© and 
one of these had asked suppose there was still such, a purpose* rjL ks would and could haw 
meant only that the mt ire atocy of the assassination was a fiction, ^esides, the FBI 
could have had none, there having bean no federal law violated* 

Bud never did get to the? central Issues* JUgiored the preparatiosas for him, Ms 
own word# the needs of the case. Tue net result Is that the strongs fc ease to strengthen 
the law# to tsfe to the ^pxeaae ''purt# was weakened to the extent that oral arguments 
can weaken* Th^ effect on the judges cannot haw basn but bad* ^ort ocularly before this 
court, which has the best FOI record and which had been reversed by the Hixon appointees 
under Burger* Sfcre particularly when the court of appeals panel* in the ori g inal decision, 
had show the way in Footnote 5 and had awaited the hariding down of the H&ute. decision 
before releasing its own. 

It was such a shambles Bud permitted the antagonist judges to him off on the 
disclosure of infonaants, the Willlaag perjury* without hia resisting: it, without his 
pointing out that no such issue exists in a suit for a simple, unsecret scientific test# 
and that other exemptions protect FBI sources and had not been invoked* 

feat week* not that it was news to him. Bud agreed to show in this argument that 
in -.every FOX suit I haw filed there had been official perjury, had agreed that the 
Cray hearings and Watergate give this special relevance and could have attracted news 
attention. He specifically did say he would argue this, agreeing that it was the solid* 
tatlon of this footnote in the earlier decision, the fact and the need of the case. When 
I heard nothing from him or *301*1 in the ensuing week, I was certain he would chicken out 
again* That made it no more agreeable when, it h&p^ned* 


